JESUS
true traditions and mixed them all together. They did not understand the truth of Jesus ; to them the only truth was miracle, therefore they attributed miracle where they could. How far they were prepared to go is seen in the Apocryphal Gospels, especially that of the childhood of Jesus, which is simply a tissue of miracles and does not hesitate to attribute to Jesus cruelty, ill temper, and to make of him even a murderer in order to satisfy their taste for miracle. In the Canonical Gospels it is not so bad, but still it is bad enough. There is the further determination to drag in prophecy regardless of its appropriateness. That, for instance, about Rachel weeping for her children is not a prophecy at all, but simply an account of Judasa during its captivity, and so on.
Therefore, except the actual words of Jesus, there is nothing that can actually be relied on, and even in these there are occasionally obvious and glaring interpolations. Still, they are in the main true, and give a perfectly clear account of the teaching of Jesus.
Then there remains the fourth Gospel, written by an eye-witness, the disciple whom Jesus loved. This it is certain was not John the son of Zebedee, to whom it has been attributed. It was almost certainly Philip.1 It is quite different from the three synoptics inasmuch as it is written by a thinker, the 1 See Appendix I.